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ADPCE Regula t ion No. 2 includes s t a n d a r d ! ) for toxic s / ands p e c i f i c a l l y a numeric s tandard for POP, to protec t seasonalf i s h e r i e s . T h i s r egu la t i on i d e n t i f i e s cricket creek as a seasonalOzark H i g h l a n d s f i s h e r y . T h e r e f o r e , the numeric PCP standard i sa p p l i c a b l e to cricket Creek.
An unnamed intermittent tributary of Cricket Creek ( T r i b u t a r y ) isl o ca t ed a d j a c e n t to the site and may be sub j e c t to point sourcedischarges f rom the site during remediation. The point sources sayconsist of treated water f r o m remedial ac t iv i t i e s , as well afistormwater f l o w s . T h i s discharge may be treated as necessary byp h y s i c a l , b i o l o g i c a l , a n d / o r chemical t r ea tment , prior todischarge. ARARs for ths treated e f f l u e n t include f i n a l MCLs orS t a t e and f e d e r a l water q u a l i t y cr i t er ia , as pr ev i ou s ly s ta t ed .
At the c o m p l e t i o n of r emed ia t i on , there w i l l be nodischarge, but the Tributary may be impacted bjwatey f y e t t i New Cricket s?rin(

oint source

toxic s water q u a l i t ythe use thats t a n d a r d s are not a p p l i c a b l e wherethe s t a n d a r d s are des igned to p r o t e o t T T T e , , seasonal f i s h e r y , doesnot exist aa a result of one or more enumerated f a c t o r s , in c lud ingnatural low f l o w condi t i on s , irretrievable man-induced condi t i on s ,and physical aondit ions related to natural f e a t u r e s . The f l o w ofthe T r i b u t a r y is in t ermi t t en t and u n p r e d i c t a b l e . F l o w is g e n e r a l l ys m a l l , d epending on r a i n f a l l and rarely reaches Cricket Creek.Man-made o b s ta c l e s suoh as the county road and cu lver t s , andnatural condit ions, p a r t i c u l a r l y the T r i b u t a r y ' s losing-streamcondi t i on ,f i s h e r y in the existenee or deve lopment of aiho Tributary, gh»ga&we) -%he-Ctaat)

_ water quality s tandardser a p p l i c a b l e or relevantery protec on ar« &ropriate with respect to the Tributary*
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ADCPE Regu la t i on No. 2 does contain s p e c i f i c numeric criteria forcertain other toxics, in addit ion to PCP, but none of these toxicshas over been associated with site condit ions er operat ions . Theother cons t i tuent s as soc iated with the site are not f ound ina f f e c t e d water, and their low water s o l u b i l i t i e s give no reason tobelieve they could become a ground water threat. An MCI* has notbeen e s tab l i sh ed f o r PCP. In th e absence o f an MCL, th e ARAR ' f ordischarge of both treated e f f l u e n t and spring water to thaT r i b u t a r y i s the BPA Ambient H a t e r Q u a l i t y criterion for p e p , 1,01m g / i .
. 3.4.3 ARASs for Ground

T h e E P A ' s ground water p r o t e c t i o n s trategy i s based o n t h e " d i f f e r -ential pro t e c t i on" of ground water ( i . e . , ground water pro t e c t i onas it r e la t e s to a s p e c i f i c c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of an a q u i f e r ) . Underthe s t r a t e g y , ground waters are c l a s s i f i e d as f o l l o w s i
o C l a s s I - ground waters that are h i g h l y vu lnerab l e andeither an irrep laoeab . l e source of dr inking water ore c o l o g i c a l l y v i t a l ;
o C l a s s II - ground waters currently used or p o t e n t i a l l ya v a i l a b l e for d r i n k i n g water or other b e n e f i c i a l userand
o c la s s III - ground waters not a p o t e n t i a l source ofdr inking water and of l imi t ed b e n e f i c i a l use,

For c las s I and c la s s II ground water, Maximum Concentrat ion Limi t s(MCLs) e s tabl i shed under the S a f e Drinking Mater Act would be ap-p l i c a b l e for ground water sources which q u a l i f y as a p u b l i c watersystem or a community water sys t em, KCLs may al so be relevant anda p p r o p r i a t e to ground water that would not currently q u a l i f y aasuch systems but could p o t e n t i a l l y so q u a l i f y in the f u t u r e , simi-l a r l y , where the S t a t e ha* e s t a b l i s h e d d r i n k i n g water s tandard sthat are more stringent than the Federal KCLs, these may be a p p l i -cable or relevant and a p p r o p r i a t e .
No water w e l l s in the v i c ini ty of the Arkwood , I n c . s i te are cur-rent ly impacted by a f f e c t e d ground water, The remedial a l t e rna t iv e sdescribed herein all provide monitoring to de tec t migrat ion of.a f f e c t ed ground water which would poae a w$tential threat to thesew e l l s . As pre sented in S e c t i o n 3 .3 .2 , the only constituent pfconcern in ground water is p e p , Ho MCL exis t s for PCP, and there-f o r e t h e S P A ' S Ambient W a t e r Q u a l i t y criterion o f 1.01 »g/l i s usedin its p lac e . <**»*:- - *
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ARASs for Air g
Based on a review of all p o t e n t i a l l y a p p l i c a b l e air emission-related r egu la t i on s and s t a n d a r d s , the only " l e g a l l y a p p l i c a b l e orrelevant and a p p r o p r i a t e requirement" for air emiss ions at thec o m p l e t i o n of r emedia t ion is s p e c i f i e d in section 2 of the ArkansasPlan o f I m p l e m e n t a t i o n f or Air P o l l u t i o n C o n t r o l . S e c t i o n 2 pro-vides that "Promulgat ion and enforcement of these R e g u l a t i o n s ofthe P l a n is intended to meet the requirements of the C l e a n Air Act(42 USCA § 1857, et s a g . ) , as in t erpre t ed by the Uni t ed S t a t e sEnvironmental Prote c t i on Agency, inc luding but not l i m i t e d toattainment and maintenance of the K a t i o n a l Ambient Air Q u a l i t yS t a n d a r d s , ..." J

To aceure c o m p l i a n c e wi th thi s s t a n d a r d , each of the propo s edremedial a l t e rna t iv e s contains provi s i ons f or p e r i o d i c ambientmoni tor ing to v e r i f y that s i t e c ond i t i on s e x i s t i n g at the comple-tion of remediation are not causing or contributing to a condi t ionof a ir p o l l u t i o n . All o f the remedial a l t e r n a t i v e s are d e s i gnedto anoure the emissions are in c o m p l i a n c e with th i s ARAR.
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